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REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending with this paper. Claims 1-18 are rejected by the Office Action. 
Applicant is amending claims 1 -10 and is adding claims 19-20. 

Applicant filed a Preliminary Amendment to change the title to **A Simulation 
Enabled Feedback System 3 *. 

Other Amendments 

Applicant is amending claims 2-9 to replace "A" with "IW and to replace "meihod" 
with "computer-implemented method" to establish a proper antecedent basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 101 

The invention as disclosed in claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 as being 
non-statutory subject matter. 

The Office Action alleges (Page 2, section 4.): 

While applicant's invention is directed towards technological arts, Applicant's 
claim language is not limited to practical applications. In particular, examiner has 

ITS T l lUmed Subject raatter ' to be one of three exclusions recognized, 
outside the statutory category of invention, an abstract idea. 

The Office Action further states (Page 4, section 6): 

It should be noted that if the claimed subject matter were amended to recite the 
ESSl^ JJ' * Smg ^P 1 ™^ ™ « computer or processor or computer- 
^^otod method or process or whatever word(s) or phrase(s) the written 
ascription of tiie specification recites for the features) of the compuier the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 101 would be withdrawn. ^ ' 

Applicant is amending claims L9 to be directed to a computer-implemented method in cone ert 
with the Examiner's suggestion. The amendments are supported by the specification as originally 
filed, e.g., Figure 1 and page 3, lines 1-23. Applicant requests reconsideration of chums 1-9. 
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Calm Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-6 and 10-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
USPN 5,727,950 (Cook) 

Applicant is amending claim 1 to include the features of "analyzing, 1»y the computer 
system, system tools that process the input from the student, the input corresponding to collective 
actions provided by the student" and "simulating a business outcome from the collective actions 
of the student" The amendment is supported by the specification as originally filed, e.g., page 3, 
lines 32 - page 4, line 4 and the Abstract Regarding claim 1, the Office Action alleges mat Cook 
teaches (Page 4, section 8): 

AbsSct] nflly2in8 * yStem ^ Pr ° CeSS ** from me student; [see 
However, Cook fails to even suggest the feature of "simulating, by a modeling tool th.it is 
executed by the computer system, a business outcome from the collective actions of the student." 
Cook, as disclosed by fig. 4 and col. 26, lines 35-61 merely discloses the student's ajent 
responding to a single act (corresponding to wrong button input button 504 in which the student 
is answering arithmetic problem 503) and not to collective actions of the student. Moreover, 
Cook fails to even suggest anything about a business outcome. 

Applicant has similarly amended claim 10 to include the features of "logic thatanahzes 
system tools that process the input from the student, the input corresponding to collective acti cms 
provided by the student- and "logic that simulates a business outcome from the collective acti >ns 
of the student" Claims 2-6 and 11-15 ultimately depend from claims 1 and 10 and are out 
anticipated for at least the above reasons. Applicant requests reconsideration of claims 1-6 .md 
10-15. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 7-9 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cook in view of USPN 5,862,223 (Walker), 

Claims 7.9 depend from claim 1 and claims 16-18 depend from claim 10. Moreover, 
Walker does not make up for the deficiencies of Cook. Thus, claims 7-9 and 16-] 8 ate patentable' 
for at least the above reasons. Applicant requests reconsideration of claims 7-9 and 16-18. 

Applicant is adding claims 19 and 20, which are supported by the specification as 
originally filed. It is respectively submitted that the present application is in condition for 
allowance, and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 
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